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Peter Lemkin 
P.0. Box 1046 
Coronado, CA 92118 

Dear Peter, 

I have no question about your intent or integrity but frankly, I do about your 
judgements You have gone and are going for the nut stuff. You cite as dependable the 
least dependable of sources. And your reference to the so— called mysterious deaths, 
particularly in the way you do it, reflects a lack of discrimination as well as any 
inclination to try to discriminate between fact and fiction, nutty theories and reality. 

You list "Geraci" among the many who sire no longer with os. Which Geraci? There 
are three, o ns of whom died in an accident cause by his own carelessness. I knew him 
and his son and I interviewed the son. ,^4 cN ~Yfr J - 

As an exerfise for yourself, if you do not want to inform me, ask yourself what 
there is that is solid to connect a single one of those you name at the top of page 3 
with either the crime or any reason to believe he had any information he did not have 
ample opportunity to get out. I'm talking about fact now, not the rubbish in Marrs 
nuttery. 

Prom what you say about your source I am reminded of two who might call me an 
old pal. Hemming and Hall. They both know me. Hall and several others and I spent the 
afternoon of his appearance before HSCA drinking. He and his lawyers then came to my 
place and I loaned him some pictures he then proceeded to steal. He was not willing to 
make copies - he had to steal them. If it is he tell him he has a hell of a way of 
repaying efforts to be of help and otherwise fair treatment. 

I think your source did not testify to the Iran/Contra committee and the pro- 
bability is that they did not trust him or what he said. But if he had that informa- 
tion you refer to and I recall your actual words incorrectly, he had that infer., did 
ha go to that committee with it? 

You refer to his providing you with substantiation. If Hem m i n g, for example, gave 
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you ail the records on himself that he got from the CIA and FBI, you did not find any 
corroboration of the story he is telling you. What it says about him is not relevant. 

He has not given you any substantiation of his story. All he has done is make 
vague references to records he says exist that, were his story the truth, would never 
have existed and had they, would no longer exist. 

You refer to the threats he says he has gotten. As Dean Andrews once said when I 
was with him, "The don't hit by Western Li nion." If anyone means the threat he does not make 
the threat, he goes ahead and does it. So, if he is telling you the truth, why is he alive? 

Who is T.B. , by the way? 

You say you have spoken about covert operations abroad but you do not reflect any 
knowledge of them other than what you would have gotten from what I regard as the nut 
literature. What you say of your source is a succession of violations of the tradecraft 
that professionals simply would not make. He knew what he did not have to know for any role, 
for example, and in such operations that never happens. 

He would not have spread any bits and pieces about himself in covert operations as 
a means of self-protection were he a pro. That would entire those with any interest in 
keeping him quit to do it permanently. 

Youyfear of the mail and phone are paranoid. My mail often reaches me overnight 
and that is impossible with any interception, and then it would have to be toyed with at 
the local post office at night and people there would tell me of any such untoward event. 

I have had no reason - for years - even to suspect that my mail or phone were bothered. 

Without details there is nothing I can do to help you and if you decide you want 
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my opinion on any of it for gods sake don't use certified or registered mail. That flags 
it and call-S attention to it. 

1’ou say of your source that "J.E.H himself asked for information on who he was and 
what he was doing 1 1/22.63." This reflects, in all likelihood, your lack of knowledge of 
hoover and the FBI and how they worked. If Hoover had asked it would be in his own crabbed 
writing, on a record referring to your source. In almost all instances, these requests, 
of which there were many, did not originate with him. But all incoming and dutgoing mail 
is, as a matter of practise, to and from "Director." If Hoover had communicated any 
interest to anyone else, that would be explicit in the record. He did makes some such 
requests, but most were about the irrational, so the sources of those reports could be 
clobbered and equated with all criticism, or what he believed might reach the commission, 
which would then ask the FBI, etc. 

What you lack is any solid reason to believe that you are not being fed one of 
the many stories that people Just make up for their own multitudinous recess'. In the 
king case, I have the FBI's records on checking out perhaps a hundred they knew were 
not true. Quite a few originated either in jails or from those about to be tried, 
people seeking a benefit from their concoctions. 

Most concoctions come from what is read and with all the nut literature on the 
assassinations anyone with any interest can pose as an informed person to those who 
give any credence at all to what I call nutty. 

The FBI has even used thise characters for its own purposes. It fed two at least 
in the king case to HSCA, knowing they were retailing B.S. 

If you want me to spend any more time of this you'll have to decide whether you 
can tell me what it is that you are working on. I've had to< o many of these things over 
the years and I’ve never fo^nd any one that had any substance or should have been 
credited by any mature and sophisticated person with any factual knowledge of the case. 
They all crumble on analysis if one knows the realities. 

Tou want too much to believe and have not even thought of being your won devil ( s 
advocate. And you've been too influenced by the nutty stuff you've read to be in contact 
or even^ want to be in contact with reality. Which is not uncomijipn. As, I am sure, you'll 
learn if you persist without some substantial corroboration, bwir just meaningless gene- 
ralities and irrelevant documents. 

If anything happens to your source it will not be because the federal agengies 
do not like what he is doing. He is engaging in disinformation for them. 

Bo get past the excitement and try to be your own devil's advocate. 



Sincerely, 




old Weisberg 




